APPENDIX. 


TO THE 


CONTROVERSY 


Between the 


Rev. Mr. WHITE 


AND THE * 


DissENTING GENTLEMAN, 
Concerning certain Points, particularly. 
I. Church-Power, and in whom lodged. 
II. The Sacramental Teſt, 
III. Our Conſtitution in Church and State, more 
eſpecially in regard to the Regal Supremacy; 
Which, not being eſſential to the Controverſy, were, in the 
Courſe of i it, on the Part of Mr. WRITE, thought pro- 
per to be neglected, or very lightly touched upon, but 
naw (it being cloſed) in compliance with the importunate 
and repeated Demands of that Gentleman, are fully and 
particularly conſidered, and fairly reſcued from the many 


groſs Miſrepreſentations, and fallacious Reaſonings in 
the three firſt Sections of his third and laſt Letter, 


touching thoſe Points. 8 
In 4 Letter to the Gentleman. 22 
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HO” it is of ſmall Conſequence to let the World 
know, why theſe Papers did not appear ſooner 
after the Publication of the Diſſenting Gentlemar's 
laſt Letter; yet, as 1 am writing, I think I may do 


it, as well as not, Upon the peruſal of that Letter, 
T ſaw no Reaſon for troubling the World with an 


Anſwer to it, or any Part of it, there being little in 


it but what be had ſaid before in other Words, and 
Bad been obviated, or expreſy anſwered in my former 
Papers. Nor had I the leaſt Thought of taking any 
Notice of it, till very lately; when, reſlecting, that 
there were certain Points, which be vehemently urged 
me with, but which I have hitherto declined to enter 
into, left the main Controverſy, concerning - the Sujfi- 

ciency of thoſe. Grounds and Reaſons, which are com- 
monly affigned for the preſent Separation, ſhould be 
loft, as he probably intended it to be, in the Duſt of 
impertinent and foreign Debates ; and underſtanding 
that ſome of his Friends, tho" pretty ſilent upon the 
Subject of the principal Controverſy which has been 
agitated between us, do, nevertheleſs, pleaſe them- 
felves, and entertain one another, with my not having 
taken very Notice of his continual Sollicitations in 
regard to thoſe By-points, J reſolved, and indeed was 
encouraged by ſome learned and judicious Friends, 

to appear once more, | that it may be ſeen, I did 
not before decline to anſwer bim upon thoſe Heads, 

becauſe I thought he was there unanſwerable, but for 
the Reaſon above given. He has delivered his Sen- 


timents: I have now freely explained mine : The 


World is to Judge between us. 
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Controverſy between Mr. White 1 7 


the Diſſenting Gentleman. 


S IX, 


Obſerve, you ſet out, in your third and laſt 
Letter, with the fame Topick you do in your 
firſt ; and *tis a Wonder you did not preface 
your ſecond with the fame : But there, I perceive, 
you thought proper to keep it, till towards the Con- 
cluſion of your Work; perhaps, that it might be 
left upon the Minds of your Readers, and remain- 
there, when your Book ſhould be ſhut up, and laid 
by. And in the Diſſenters Apology (which too, is 
faid.to be the Production of your Pen, as, by the 
Spirit of it, one would gueſs it to be) we alſo had it 
with more Flouriſh and Amplification. * The thing 
I mean is Worldly Intereſt; which you, in your great 
Charity, conſtantly ſuppoſe, or, in your great Fene- 
tration, have diſcovered, to be that which keeps u, of 
the Clergy, in the eſtabliſhed Church, and which yu 
ſcem proud to own, has ſuch an attractive Power, as 
well upon yourſelf, as all other Diſſenters, that it 


the ſuperior Power of Truth and Conſcience (which. 
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we, belike, wickedly reſiſt) did not with-hold, and 
keep you out. The Church, indeed, has liberal Re- 
venues, and ſome high Dignities and Preferments : 
But how, pray, Sir, does it follow, or with what 
Juſtice can you preſume, that theſe are. the Ties 
whereby the Clergy are held to it? Honours and 
large Revenues, Dear Sir, may be annex'd to the 
Profeſſion of Truth, as well as of Error: That will 
be juſt as it ſhall happen. And are you ſure that thoſe” 
who poſſeſs them, do not think it to be fo, in the 
Church of England ? What Right have you to be 
always preſuming, that they don't, in their Conſcien- 
ces, believe our Church is in Poſſeſſion of Truth, 
or that Truth has not Charms enough to hold them 
in it, but that they are held by the Attraction of its 
Dowry only ? This is in you as raſh and unwarrant- 
able, as you, I ſuppoſe, would think it in me, if 
I were to ſay, concerning your Miniſters, that it is 
not an inward Perſuaſion and Belief that your Sepa- 
ration from the Church is neceſſary or lawful, t 
draws them away from it, but the Pride (often an 
Overmatch for the Love of Money) of being at the 
Head of a Party againſt it. 12 
But, after all, I deſire to know what are the migh - 
ty temporal Advantages which the Members of our 
Church enjoy, or can reaſonably propoſe to them- 
ſelves, by being ſo. The Caſe of the {uperior Clergy 
was touched upon before; but as to the inferior; 
Curates, poor Vicars, and very many of our Rectors, 
I hope, you do not imagine, that they are kept in the 
Church, purely by temporal Conſiderations. I have 
no doubt but moſt of them might be as well, or 
better accommodated in your Churches, than they 
are at preſent, if they were minded (as you was plea- 
ſed to invite me to do) 10 caſt in their Lot | 
vou. You think, or would ſeem to think, they all 
II Letter, p. 65. 
- Pe _ ſtay 


Mr. White and the Diſſenting Gentleman. 7 
ſtay in the Church in hopes of Mitres, Lordſhips, 
and large Revenues; but they are not ſuch Idiots, 
as this makes them. And for moſt of them, I dare 
ſay, they know themſelves, or, however, the World, 
and the Ways of it, a little better than to have much 
Expectation of ever riſing above their preſent Con- 

dition, and being other than they now are. And as 
to the Laity, one may venture to affirm, that world- 
ly Conſiderations (notwithſtanding the diſqualifying 
Laws which give you ſo much Uneaſineſs) draw 
ſtronger on your Side. *Tis evident, there are few, 
or none, amongſt you, of Rank and Quality enough 
to ſuſtain the great Offices of State, with proper Dig- 
nity ; but other lucrative Poſts, we find by Expert- 
ence, the preſent Teſts will not exclude you from; 
and I think it is agreed, you have your Share, and 
more than your Share of them, conſidering your 
Numbers and ours throughout the Nation. I am 
told the Bank of England, with many of the Hoſpi- 
tals, and trading Companies of the City, are almoſt 
entirely in your Hands; and that it is not without 
the greateſt difficulty that any, beſides your Friends, 
can get to be admitted to any Share of the Govern- 
ment, or taken into the loweſt Offices thereof. So 
bent, and ſo ſure are you to keep down all others, 
where you are once ſuffer'd to gain the Aſcendant ! 
The trading part of you find alſo their Account in 
ſeparating themſelves from the Church, This makes 
them a Party; Party ſoon degenerates into a Facti- 
on; and a Faction, for its own Support, will always be 
apt to confine theirDealings, and good Offices, chiefly 
to themſelves. And all the while they have the Plea- 
fure of laughing in their Sleeves, to fee the Members 
of the Church, or moſt of them, dealing any where, 
as it happens, and ſcattering their Money, with little 
Choice and Diſtinction, among their Neighbours. 
This muſt be, and is found, in fact, a great Sup- 
25 B 2 port 
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rt and Encouragement to the Diſſention; as it will 


infallibly be found no {mall Obſtacle in the Way of 


any Delign which ſhall be ſet on foot, for putting an 
End to it. There are, I apprehend, amongſt the 
Diſſenting Laity, two Sorts of Men who will come 
very ſlowly into, or underhand traverſe, any Deſign 
of this Nature, it they have not the Face openly to 
oppoſe it. Firſt, all who are engaged | in Traffic, as 
moſt of you are, in ſome Way, or in ſome Degree, or 
other; and then your leading Men, who rule the 
Roaſt in their reſpective Congregations. The for- 
mer will be likely to oppoſe it, becauſe, if effected, 
it will put an End to that clinging together, and 


quite diſſolve thoſe Combinations and Attachments 


which they now find fo advantageous to them; and 
the latter, becauſe, then, they muſt loſe thein Go- 
veraments, mult fall from their Pre- eminence in the 
Congregation, and become common Men. 

I have been ſomewhat the larger upon this Head, 
becauſe you ſeem to have made it a Rule, never to 


write againſt the Church of England, without intro- 
, ducing it ſomewhere or other. Indeed, I obſerve 


it is a favourite Topick with moſt of your Writers; 
who ſeem to reckon, that by perpetually inculcating 
this Notion, that Proteſtant Dif- nters are great Suf- 
ferers, in point of Worldly Profit, by their Non- 


conformity, they ſhall prejudice the World in fa- 
vour of them, and give it a mighty Opinion of their 


Conſciences. But now, if you pleaſe, we'll come 


to the Points in Controverſy between us. 


After a ſlight Touch upon the Frame and Con- 
ſtitution of our Church, as different from and repug- 


naat to that of the Church of Chrift, which you are 
pleaſed to call a popular Plea (tho, whatever Whim- 


ſy of that Sort you may have taken into your Head, 


1 am fatisfed, it never enters into the Heads of the 


bo ommnon People, to alienate them from the Church) 
and 


Mr. White and the Diſſenting Gentleman. F 


and after a Word or two about Schiſm, brought in 
one does not know how, and thruſt intoa Corner of 
your Prœem, where, methivilts. it looks ſomewhat 
odly, you begin with the Subject of Charch- Power, 
— where lod: d. And here you pretend © that all 
c your repeated Sohicitations could not perſuade or 

« provoke me to ho my Sentiments freely 'and 
« openly on this Head, and that T am greatly at a 
ce Los, iſt, Where to place, and 2dly, How to li- 
ce mit and confine it. Now had I really ſhewn ſo 
much Reſerve upon this Head, as you pretend T 
have done, there was, in my Opinion, Reaſon for 
it. I knew as well as you, that Debates of this kind 
inſenſibly ſwell e, and therefore thought I might juſtly 
decline running out into new Controverſies, before 
the old were determined; and was not obliged to 
follow you into every Subject which you had à Mind 
to ſhew away upon, while I adminiſter'd to you no 
reaſonable Occaſion, nor, indeed, gave you, ſo far 
as I can perceive, ſo much as a Handle for it 
But, indeed, T was more condeſcending than I need 
to have been, and did really not only ſpeak out, but 
explain my Sentiments upon that Head, freely and 
openly enough. And you yourſelf, tho! in plain 
Contradiction to yourſelf, take notice of my doing 
fo. For you fay, ge affirms, rſt, that it is not 
« in the Civil Magiſtrate ; but, 2dly, that 'tis in 
«« the Paſtors and Governors of the Church. 
Yes, I do affirm, and prove it too, by a pretty 
plain and ſenſible Argument, which you was Please 
to overlook, viz. the Civil CT Acknow- 
ledgment and Recognition of it, as being in the 
Church ; -which is plainly done in the firſt Clauſe 
of our xxth Article, confirm'd, with the reſt, by 
Act of Parliament . And how I was at a Loſs to 
bound and limit this Authority in the Church, the | 

e III Letter p. 2. I Defence, p. 17. 
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Reader will ſee in the Place refer'd to in the Mar- 
gin, where I profeſſedly treat that Subject *. 

I find you are not a little delighted with an un- 
toward Conſequence, which you apprehend inevita- 
bly ariſes from my aſſerting the Power to appoint 
Ceremonies and Forms of Worſhip, to be in the 
Paſtors and Governors of the Church, and not in 
the Civil Magiſtrate. For you ſay, it from hence 
follows, That the very Baſis on which the 
© Church of England ſtands, with its whole Frame 
« and Conſtitution, are fundamentally and eſſentially 
c wrong; for that it was conſtituted, form'd, and 
<& eſtabliſn'd by the Civil Magiſtrate, and only by 
« him, viz. by Q. Elizabeth and her Parliament.* ** 
Formed, Sir, by Q. Elizabeth and her Parliament! 
Why, this is exactly, here was your Church be- 


| fore Luther ? and is one of thoſe Flowers gather'd 
from Popiſh and Free-thinking Books, with which 


your Letters abound. No, Sir, the Church of 
England was not formed by, nor in the Days of 
Q. Elizabeth and her Parliament, but many Ages 
before they were born, It was re-formed at that 
Time, if you pleaſe. But the Reformation of any 
Church, 'tis hoped, is no Diſparagement to it, in 
your Account. And to make the Matter yet worſe, 
you affect to call it (for you call it ſo no leſs than 
four Times, within three Pages) the preſent Church 
of England, as if there had been at leaſt, two 
Churches of England, one before, the other ſince, 


the Reformation, This indeed is the Language of 


Popery. But Proteſtants eſteem it the ſame Church, 
as much the ſame, as your Hands and Face are the 
ſame, before they were waſhed, and after, But ta 
the Matter in Hand. 

Lou ſeem not to be pleas'd that the Church of 
England is eſtabliſn'd. But pray where is the harm 


*I Def. p. 11, III Letter, p. 4. R 
| ot 


* 


Mr. White and the Diſſenting Gentleman. 7 
of that ? Tis a Queſtion, if there be any Society of 
Chriſtians in the World that would not be eſta- 
bliſh'd, if they could. Were not thoſe of your own 
Denomination once eſtabliſhed in this Nation? And 
can you ſay, you believe, in your Conſcience, they 
would not, if it were in their Power to get them- 
ſelves to be ſo again? If, inthe changeable Scene | 
of this World, an Opportunity for it ſhould ariſe, 
do you think they would not joyfully embrace it? 

Why, at this very Time, they ſeem to be ſtriving 
for it, For tho” I can eaſily ſuppoſe, that Poſts of 
mere Profit may be contended for, by particular Per- 
ſons, with no other View than ſupporting or enrich- 
ing of their Families, which it is natural for all Men 
to deſire; yet their ſtruggling, and that in Concert, 
as a Party, with ſo much Contention, for Places of 
mere Power and Influence, attended with no Profit, 
but rather with Charge and Expence, cannot be ea- 

ſily accounted for, without ſuppoſing a View to the 
ſtrengthening of themſelves, and ſo, one Day, gain- 
ing the Eſtabliſhment. | 

But, the Church of Exgland, you farther obſerve 
(as if, in bat, there was ſomething extraordinary) 
is eſtabliſhed by Law, even a Law enacted by the 
« Crown and Parliament.” How would you have 
had it been eſtabliſhed ? Could it be done otherwiſe, 
than by the Crown and Parliament? ** And (con- 
% tinue you) the Act of Uniformity, made by the 
« Civil Magiftrate, is that alone which eſtabliſhed 
e its preſent Liturgy, with all its Ceremonies und 
« Forms.“ To be ſure, you are right: This B 
true enough; and a notable Diſcovery it is. But 
you have not yet, I believe, diſcovered, that thoſe 
Forms and Ceremonies were deviſed, and this Litur- 
gy compiled, by the Civil Magiſtrate. You know, 
I hope, our firſt Proteſtant Liturgy, the firſt of K. 
Edward was drawn up (in order to its being by Law 
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eſtabliſhed) by divers learned Divines, and eminent 
Biſhops, with an Archbiſhop of Camerbury at their 
Head ; and you ſhould have known better than to - 
pronounce, in ſo poſitive a Manner as you do, 
te that it was the Parliament alone, without the Con- 


«© yocation, which eſtabliſhed it;“ if by its being 


eſtabliſned without * the Convocation, you mean (as 
you muſt, if your Meaning be any thing to the Pur- 
poſe ) that it never had the Conſent and Apptobati- 
on thereof. For it had the Approbation and Con- 


ſent of the whole Body of the Clergy in Convocation, 


and that, very probably, before it was authorized by 
Parliament. And moſt, if not all the Reviews of, 
and Alterations that have fince been made in it, have 
been made by the Biſhops and Clergy, in, or by the 
Authority, or with the Concurrence and Approbation of 
the Convocation. And if our Governours ſhall now, 
or at any Time-hereafter, think fit to have it review'd 
again, and any other Alterations to be made in it, 
with a View to its farther Improvement and Perfec- 
tion, I will not ſuffer my'elt to doubt but they will 


be made by Eccleſiaſtical, and even Synodal Autho- - 


rity, before the Civil Sanction ſhall be added to 
them. 
If, after all, what you alledge be true, that © in 
« the Beginning of Q. Elizabetb's Reformation, 
< and even that of K. Edward, the Majority of the 


«© Biſhops and inferior Clergy were on the Side of 


4 Popery*: ” and fome Acts of Reformation were 
therefore done by the Parliament alone, without the 
Concurrence 6f the Clergy, or the major Part of 
them; or if any other Meaſure, which was not quite 
Canonical. and Eccleſiaſtically right, was then taken, 
That is a Matter of no mighty Conſequence in this 


See Reflections on the Hiſtorical Part of Obadiah Wal- 
Fer's Diſcourſe on Church Government, Part v. p. 65. 
III Letter, p. 6. 

Cs. 


Mr. White and the. Diſſenting Gentleman. 9 
Controverſy. For the moſt that can be made of it is 
only this, that the Regal Supremacy, on thoſe par- 
ticular Occafions, . raiſed itſelf to an undue Height, 
ſuch as ought not to be drawn into Example, and 
copied after, on other Occaſions, and in other Times. 
When ſuch mighty Changes are enterprized as were 
then made, no Wonder if ſome Things are done 
which are not every Way regular. In great Revolu- 
tions, Civil or Eccleſiaſtical, it ſcarce ever is, and 
tis almoſt unconceivable how it ſhould be, otherwiſe. 
And when thoſe Changes are ſo eſſentially neceſla- 
ry as they were at the Time of the Reformation, 
ſure it would be Folly, or rather Impiety, if the ruling 
Powers, together with a Part, tho* but a Minonty 
of the Clergy, ſhould ſcruple to make them, and ra- 
ther chuſe to go on in all the-Superſtitions, Errors, 
and Idolatries of Popery, than go a little awry into 
ſome illegal or extra- legal Ways; Ways that wanted 
to be juſtified, or perhaps, conſidered barely in them 
ſelves, without regard to the Extremity and Neceſſity 
of the Caſe, would ſcarcely bear any Juſtification. 
In ſuch a Caſe, (I ſay) ſome Things may juſtly de 
thought excuſable, nay, more than excuſable, even 
commendable, which ſhould not be practiſed at 
Times, when, not the Reformation of heinous Errors 
and Corruptions, but only the Improvement of what 
was well before, is the Thing wanted. 8 

Here I beg leave to look back upon one Paſſage 
in your firſt Letter, a very extraordinary one in- 
_ deed! Speaking there concerning the firſt Clauſe in 

the xxth Article of the Church of England, wherein 
the Power of the Church to decree Rites and Cerema- 
nies, and its Authority in Controverſies of Faith is 
aſſerted, you ſay, If the Church of England has 
4 really this Authority and Right, the Church of 
* Rome had it before her, and as the elder and Mo- 
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10 Appendix to the Controverſy between | 
ther- Church ought to have been obey'd. The 


* Reformation therefore, as we are wont to call it, 
« was a Rebellion againſt Superiors, a Diſobedience 
4 to the Authority veſted in the Church, and ought, 
« as ſuch, to be renounced, by returning to the 
& Church of Rome. Very fine indeed! You, to 
be ſure, of all Men in England, ſhall be ſent to convert 
the Pope, if ever we go about it in your Days! I hope 
the Bates*s, Hanmer*s, and Pendlebury's, whom the 
Apologiſt ſpeaks of 4 as drawing their Pens in the Po- 
piſn Controverſy, and bringing their Writings to the 
Preſs, went upon ſafer Grounds, and truer Princi- 
ples than * 4p in their Defences of the Proteſtant 
Religion; or elſe the Licenſers had been much in 
the Right, if they had really refus'd to let them be 
printed off. For ſuch Writings muſt have done 
more Hurt than Good to the Proteſtant Cauſe. This 
Paſſage, with ſome others like it, ſuch as your 
Rants about tbe Parliamentary Church of England, 
the Papiſts Conſecration of Holy Water not @ whit 


4 Tho' Mr. Pendlebury is one of thoſe whoſe Writings are 
there mention'd, as having been rejected by the Licenſers, 
we ſee a Treatiſe of his printed in 1687, againſt Tranſub- 
ſtantiation, and one or two more, about that Time, by other 
Diſſenters. Tis natural to ask here, How came theſe to 


find their Way into the World ? And might not any other, 


had there been any other prepared for the Prefs, have come 
into the World the fame Way? There is really ſtrong 
Proof that no Books of Diſſenters were then rejected from 
the Prefs, whatever is pretended to the contrary. But if 
any were, that might be, not becauſe they were written by 


Diſſenters, but becauſe of the Meanneſs of them, and, per- 


haps, for the ſame Reaſon, there might be others rejected 
which were written by Members of the Church. Others, 
poſſibly, might be rejected, as containing (like ſome of the 
late Salters- Hall Sermons) ſevere Reflections upon the Church, 
or as being written upon wrong Principles. If Purgatery, 
Prayers for the Dead, Invacation of Saints, Infallibility, 

more 
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' more irrational than our Conſecration of Churches, 
and no Authority without Infallibility — did really 
raiſe, I do aſſure you, when your firſt Leiter came 
out, in ſome Gentlemen, who are good Judges of 
Men and Books, a violent Suſpicion, that you was 
ſomebady in Maſquerade, And for my own part, 
I ſeriouſly declare, if I was a Papiſt, and had taken a 
Fancy to write a Book in the Character of a Proteſt- 
ant, with a View to ſerve the Intereſt of the Church 
of Rome, I would do it exactly in the Manner of 
that Letter, ſcattering here and there, amidit a great 
deal of Proteſtant Stuff, ſome of the capical Princi- 
ples, and common Reaſonings of Popery, but not 
overcharging it with them, leſt the Impoſture ſhould 
become too groſs and apparent todeceive, and gain the 
End propoſed by it. We are now indeed ſomewhat 
better ſatisfied of your real Character; which makes 
me admire that, 9 for the Pleaſure of gravel- 
ling an Adverſary, of which you now ſee your 
Hopes and Expectations were but vain, you ſhould 
indulge yourſelf in ſuch deſperate and dangerous 


Tranſub/tantiation, and ſome other Points which are purely 
and {imply Doctrinal, were the Points they undertook to 
handle, 1 don't deny but their Performances might be un- 
exceptionable. But were they likely to perform ſo unex- 
ceptionably, upon the Subjects of Hereſy, Schi/m, Ordina- 
tion, Tradition, Church-Unity, and Catholic Communion, + 
and divers other Points of a like Nature ? Perhaps, no Pro- 
teſtant is ſo well qualified to write upon theſe, and fo likely 
todo it to the Conviction of a Papiſt, as one of the Church 
of England: But, to be ſure, not a Proteſtant Diſſenter. 
And if 4he/e, or any {ike theſe, were the Points they then 
took in hand, and if, in the handling of them, they built 
upon thoſe looſe and uncatholic Principles which they now 
openly avow in all their Debates with us, their Writings 
were juſtly rejected. For they muſt have undermined, ra- 
ther than ſupported, rather diſgraced and ſhamed the Refor- 
mation, than adorned, and done Credit to it. 

Reaſon- 
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Reaſonings, as, ſurely you could not but foreſee, 
muſt highly pleaſe and confirm your Popiſh, and 
might ſhake the Stedfaſtneſs of the more ignorant 
and injudicious among your Proteſtant Readers. 
What! becauſe ſome Proceedings, at the Dawn of the 
Reformation, without which, in all probability, it 
could never have been accompliſhed, were not quite 
Canonical, mult fo bleſſed, ſo neceſſary a Change 
have been, by thoſe who were then living, refuſed 
and rejected? Nay, muſt it be rejected by us, at 
this Time of Day, after a quiet Poſſeſſion, and a 
Canonical Settlement, of two Hundred Years ? And 
will you preſume to reaſon upon other great and ne- 
ceſſary Revolutions either of Government or Religi- 
on, after the fame Manner? What think you of our 
late happy Revolution here in England? Do you 
apprehend that the neceſſary Defence of that obliges 
you to ſay, that every thing done towards it, was 
not only politically and morally, but ſtrictiy and legally 
right, and that every Step taken in it was perfectly 
regular, conſtitutional, and every way juſtifiable ? 
And if our Fathers did take ſome Steps a little out of 
the Way for bringing it about, muſt we be, therefore, 
aſhamed of it, hold ourſelves obliged to undo all 
that was then done, and call in the Pretender to ſet 
us right? But I will preſs you no further. For by this 
time, I hope, you are convinced, that the few ſup 
ſed Deviations from regular Methods and ſettled 
Rules, in conducting the Reformation of the Church 
of England, are no mighty Blemiſh to that Work, 
and that, by lodging Church Power in the Paſtors 
and Governors of the Church, and not in the Ma- 
giſtrate, I did not lead myſelf, as you think, or 
would ſeem to think, into any Neceſſity of diſavow- 
ing the Eugliſb Reformation, and going back again 
to the Church of Rowe. Eſpecially, if we conſider, 
too, that thoſe Irregularities, whatever they were, 
were 
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| were ſoon rectified, by the coming in of that part 
of the Clergy, which had before ſtood out, or the 
Succeſſion of others into their Places, better affected 
to the Reformation. From that time, without 
queſtion, it became eſtabliſhed by all the Authority 
in the Nation, and has been, in all Reſpects, unex- 
ceptionable. 

The Truth of the Matter is, the Power of ordering 
all Things pertaining to Religion, and particularly, 
the manner of God's public Worſhip, is originally 
and radically in the Church, or the Paſtors and Gover- . 
nors thereof. But as the State, by the Terms of its 
Alliance with the Church, has undertaken to protect 
it, it is not fit that the Church ſhould make, either in 
Doctrine, Diſcipline, or Worſhip, any eſſential De- 
terminations or Alterations, and 1mpoſe them upon 
the People, without the Approbation and Concur- 
rence of the State. For then, the State would be en- 
gaged to protect what 1t does not, perhaps, approves 
to protect a Society quite different from thai, the Pro- 
tection of which, by the Original Convention, was 
undertaken for; and, it may be, a Society, which 
it cannot be advantageouſy, nor, perhaps, ſafety 
allied to: which is unreaſonable. And this, after all 
the Pother you have.made about our Conſtitution 
acknowledging no Authority but that of the Crown 
and Parliament, in Matters of Religion, is the 
whole Truth of the Caſe. All our Ceremonies and 
Forms of Worſhip are ordained, as they ought to be, 
both by Ecclefiaſtical and Civil Authority, as is plain- * 
ly aſſerted in the xxxivth Article of the Church of 
England, by you cited. 
But here I muſt be ſo free as to put you in mind 
of a little falſe Play you are guilty of, in your Cita- 
tion of that Article. You ſay, © it declares expreſs- 
& ly, againſt Mr. #/Þ:te, that our Church Ceremo- 
© nics were ordained by the Authority of the Civil 

40 Magi- 
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« Magiſtrate.” But did you find there any ſuch 
Words? The Words of the Article are but theſe, 
ordained and approved by Common Authority, which, 
undoubtedly, means the Authority of Church and 
State. And that this is the juſt and genuine Expo- 
fition of the Words, is pretty plain from the fol- 
lowing part of the Article, wherein an open and 
wilful Violation of theſe Ceremonies, is calPd as well 
offending againſt the common Order of the Church, as. 
burting the Authority of the Civil Magiſtrate. The 
Article, you ſee, when honeſtly cited, is point-blank 
inſt you. And therefore I admire how you could 
talk, without the leaſt Ground or Colour for it, 
of my Heart ſmiling me, at the very time you was 
thus tricking up the Article, to make it fit your 
Purpoſes and Prejudices, 

The Queſtions you ask upon this Head of Church- 
Power — © Is this Power veſted only in the Biſhops, 
& or muſt their Deans and Chapters act in Concert 
« with em? Has every Biſhop within his Dioceſe 
& this Power, or may his Archbiſhop controul him?“ 
are as futile and trifling, as your Harangues upon 
the dangerous Tendency of Church-Power, and 
the growing Nature of Superſtition (with which 
you ſtudy to amuſe and banter your Party) are im- 
pertinent; at leaſt, impertinent to #s. For tho' we 
cannot think ourſelves at liberty to diſclaim that 
Sort or Degree of Power and Authority which Chrift 
has given to his Church, but rather hold ourſelves 
obliged to maintain it; yet it is well known that 
the Exerciſe of it, amongſt us, is very moderate, 
and like to continue ſo, nor, perhaps, carried ſo 
high, as *tis, on many Occaſions, amongſt thoſe 
who, in Words, very artfully declare they make no 
Pretences to it. And as to Superſtition (properly 
ſo called) tis here (I am bold to ſay) much more 
diſcountenanced, and leſs practiſed, than among 

4 the 
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the Diſſenters of any ſort. And fo, all your De- 
clamations upon theſe Heads I paſs by, as what we 
have no Concern in, with the Neglect and Contempt 
that is due to them. | . | 

The Sacramental Teſt is the next Point you go- 
upon. And here you begin with (you are at it a- 
gain too before the End of the Section) the Proſtitu- 
tion of the holy Ordinance of the Lord's Supper oc- 
calion'd by it. I told you I ſaw, and ſaw it with 
Concern, as you too may, poſſibly, do. But ſtill 
I have ſome Suſpicion, that your Warmth and Ve- 
hemence upon this Head, do not wholly proceed 
from the deep Senſe you have of the great Evil of 
ſuch Proſtitution, but, in a good Meaſure, from a 
deep View you have of rendering thereby the Teſt, 
_ which proves accidentally the Occaſion of it, odious 
and impopular, and fo, helping forward the Repeal 
of the Law by which it is required. And Iam rea- 
dy to think that if receiving the Sacrament in- your 
own Meetings would be admitted as a good Qualifi- 
cation (fo, it ſeems, you call it) for public Offices 
and Employments, were (I ſay) the Legiſlature to 
indulge you in this, Iam half of Opinion, we ſhould 
not hear nigh ſo many Complaints, as we now do, 
of the Proſtitution of this holy Ordinance (which 
yet would remain juſt the ſame) or they would be 
utter'd in a much ſtiller Voice. Methinks too, if 
your Hearts were ſo ſet upon reſcuing of it from theſe 
Proſtitutions, your Heads would be employ'd to 

deviſe ſomething to be propoſed to the Legiſlature, in 

the Room of the preſent Teſt, ſufficient to anſwer ' 
the Ends of it. One * ſuch I ventured to lay before 

you. , What did you ſay to it? Not a Syllable, tho? 
I invited you, and put you in mind how much it 
would: be for your Credit, to tell the World, you 
was willing the Profanations of the Sacrament ſhould 
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have an End, put to them, that Way. Would 


-not that have put an End to theſe Profanations ? 


Yes; but then it would have put an End to the 
Power and Influence of Diſſenters, or greatly dimi- 
niſhed them; and that, perhaps, in ſome Mens 
Eſtimation, would be a greater Evil than the other 
it was deſign'd to remedy. 

But with this Charge of praſtituting the Sacra- 
ment to the Unworthy, I obſerve, you have blend- 


ed another, namely, the Perverfion of it to an Uſe 


© not only different from, but directly repugnant 
& to that for which it was inſtituted by Jeſus Chriſt, 
« the Chriſtian Law injoining it as a Mean, and 


e with Intent, to unite Chriſtians ; while the Teſt 


& Law (you ſay) injoins it as a Mean, and with In- 
te tent to diſcriminate, and divide them *.* But 
here, I doubt, there is a greater Perverſion of the 
Intent and Meaning of that Law, than there is, in 
that Law, of the Intent and Uſe of the Sacrament. 


For what do you mean by dividing Chriſtians ? Is 


your Meaning this, that *cis made an Inſtrument or 
Means to ſplit them into Sects, and to ſet up 


one Church and Communion againſt another? If 


that was the Intent of this Law, it was a very had 
one, I muſt needs ſay. And if this has been the 
Effet of it, it has been very miſchieyous. But we 
don't ſee, I think, any new Sects that have riſen 
from it, or that the old ones have been increaſed by 
it. The Intent of that Law was, rather, gathering us 
all into one Church and Communion, tho? the Effect 
of it has not indeed been anſwerable, it having been, 
contrary. to Expectation, ſhamefully eluded by the 


Practice of occaſional Conformity, And yet occa- 


ſional Conformity itſelf may be, in ſome Degree, a 


Mean of uniting us. The being obliged, if they 


will have Offices and Employments, to receive the 
III Letter, p. 14 | 
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Sacrament according to the Uſage of the Church of 
"England (the Part of our Worſhip moſt of all ſeru- 
pled) will naturally abate the Rigor and Moroſeneſs 
of their Principles, inſenſibly ſoften their Prejudices, 
both againſt that, and other Parts of the Church- 
Service, and may be a Step to carry many of them 
much farther. Occaſional may grow, at laſt, into 
conſtant Conformity, if not in themſelves, yet in 
their Children; and we are told it has been the 
Means of bringing ſeveral Perſons entirely from the 
Meetings. So far has this Law been from dividing 
Chriſtians in the Senſe of making Schiſms and Sepa- 
rations among them. But if by dividing them you 
mean no more than making ſome People angry with 
other People, the Law is innocent, and the Fault 
is only in the unruly Paſſions and Affections of Men. 
And as to the diſcriminating of Chriſtians you alſo talk 
of, or diſcovering who were, and might be truſted as 
Members of the Church, and who not, I cannot 
ſee for my Life any Harm in it. 

But you take Notice how I think the Repeal of 
the Teſt inconſiſtent with the Preſervation of the 
Church; and you imagine this carries in it, a pro- 
digious Reflection upon the Church. For: what 
Church, alas, ſure not the Church of Chriſt, muſt 
«© that be, which is to be ſo preſerved.“ Juſt as if 
you had ſaid — What kind of Vineyard muit that be, 
not ſurely of God's planting, which is not to be kept 
from being rooted up by the Wild Boar out of the 
Wood, and devoured by the Wild Beaſts of the Field, 
without having a Hedge ſet about it? 

In your next Paragraph, you obſerve how I cor- 
rect you for ſaying, © that by the Force of this Law, 
« Multitudes of needy Perſons are compell'd to 
* come to the Lord's Table.“ But you have no 
Reaſon to complain here, I having ſpared you more 
than J need to have done. 122 the Paſſage re ſer d 
1 tO, 
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to, you are plead to ſay, — © it is our Church; 
« which by the Force of this Law compels them to 
« receive it.” The Church, Sir, by Force of that 
Law ! What do you mean here ? Where has the 
Church made any ſuch Law? In what Convocation, 


prays might it be made? Every Act of Parliament, 


find, that is unfavourable to Diſſenters, is, with 
you, the Act or Law of the Church; and every 
thing put in Ure, or done in the Execution of ſuch 
Laws, is done by the Church. It was the Church 
(you ſay *} which not only ſuſpended, admoniſned, 


| filenced, and deprived, but fined and impriſon'd the 


old Puritans. It was the Church too, it ſeems, 
which (by the Bartholomew Act) caſt out above two 
thouſand learned and pious Miniſters. And it was 


alſo the Church, which, to heighten their Diſ- 


ic treſs, did, by another Act, baniſh them five 
« Miles from any City, Borough, or Church, in 
* which they had before ſerved.” It ſeems, you 


are reſolved that the Church, and not the State, ſhall 


bear the blame of every Hardſhip which the Laws 
of your Country have, at any time, laid you under, 
But then it may be hoped, it will have the Credit, 
too, of all thoſe Laws which have been made in fa» 
vour and Indulgence to Diſſenters, and particularly 
that, of which you have had the Benefit and Com- 
fort, now full Sixty Years. The Remembrance of 


this Law of the Church (it indeed you have not for- 


got it, or the Bleſſing of it is not now become ſo 
familiar to you, that you make no Account of it} 
the Remembrance of this (I ſay) will, I hope, obli- 
terate all former Diſobligations, and make you, upon 
the whole, Friends with us. No, = we are miſta» 
ken, if we think ſo. Indeed, you do ſay, The 
preſent Governors of our Church (by which you plain - 
ly do, and, if you would be conſiſtent with yourſelf 
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muſt mean no other than the King and Parliament) 
are too wiſe and righteous to ſuffer Perſecution t 
rage againſt you; and tis to their Clemency and Fuſt- 
ice, not to the kind and benevolent Spirit and Conſti- 
tution of the Church, you apprebend, you owe it, that 
you are not, at this Time, ſeverely perſecuted and op- 
preſſed . Is this, Sir, your Gratitude ? ls this righte- 
ous Dealing? To call Acts of Parliament Acts of the 
Cburcb, whenever they are hard and ſevere upon 
you, but not allow them to be ſuch, when they ſhew 
you almoſt unparalled Favour and Indulgence ? + 
Let us ſee, however, how either Church or State 
compels any of you to come in, and receive the 
Lord's Supper. By Law and Authority, tis certain, 
they are not compelled to it, becauſe they are not 
obliged to take either the Lord's Supper, or any 
Employment that requires them to take it. And 
as to their being compelPd by the Temptation of 
Profit arifing from ſuch Employment, as you ob- 
ſerve the Adulterer in the Prouerbs e is ſaid to be 
forced by the Flattery of the Lips of the Adultereſs, 
don't think, as much as you ſeem to wonder at it, 
that any Batchelor, no, nor Doctor of Divinity 
would have had the Sagacity to diſcover, that way 
your Meaning; eſpecially as you ſay, it even 
<. compels them,“ as if you meant by hit Word, 
to heighten the Idea of the Compulſion, and raiſe it 
to a Neceſſity of one of the higheſt kinds. And 
beſides, who would ever imagine you meant, that 
your Writings ſhould be interpreted by having re- 
courſe to a Critica Sacra, or Chriftian Dictionary, 
for the uncommon and peculiar Acceptation of Words 
and Phraſes in the DivineWritings ? No, it is pretty 
plain, that was not your Meaning at the Time 'of 
writing, but an After-thought, a lucky one, doubt- 
leſs, in your Opinion, to bring yourſelf off with. 
> Il Zetter, p. 46. Prev. 5. al. 
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In the next Place you tell us, and you are very 
confident, that ** the Prieſt has no Power to refuſe 
t the Lord's Supper to the vileſt Perſon that demands 
< jt, as a Qualification for a Poſt *,”* Foraſmuch as 
the Rubrick, whereby he was authorized and requi- 
red to do it, is now repealed. But you are miſtaken. 
You pretend “ it is virtually repealed. For where 
«© a new Law injoins what is repugnant to an old, 
te that old Law is to be conſiderꝰd as fo far ſet aſide®.*- 
I agree it is, provided the later Law expreſsly en- 
acts the clean Contrary to what was enacted by the 
former. But is that the Caſe here? Do you know 


any later Law expreſsly requiring the Curate, as by 
the former he is expreſsly forbidden, to ſuffer notori- 
ous evil Livers to be Partakers of the Lord's Table? 


You pretend, that if the Law does not expreſsly re- 
quire his, it does require it by Conſtruction. Con- 
ſtruction, Sir! Conſtructions are not, nor is it fit 
they ſhould be, allow'd, any more than Deductions, 
a ſufficient Ground for pronouncing a Law repeal'd; 
eſpecially, in materiã minis favorabili, and where 


fo grievous a Penalty (if you ſay true) is to follow. 


Deductions may be obſcure and uncertain: Conſtruc- 
tions, forced, unnatural, whimſical, unequitable, as 
your Conſtruction of the preſent Law evidently is. 
« If Perſons in Poſt (fay you) muſt receive the 
Lord's Supper, according to the Uſage of the 
„Church of Zngland, it muſt, ſurely, be given to 
them. But I don't ſee that they muſt receive 
it. For they may let it alone, and loſe their Poſts, 
if they think fit. And if they muſt receive it, or elſe 


loſe their Poſts, why, in the Name of Reaſon, or 


W 


common Senſe, muſt the Miniſter, to ſave them 
their Poſts, make himſelf a Tranſgreſſor of · the 
Law, by receiving thoſe whom it abſolutely forbids 
him to receive to it, Suppoſe one of theſe Gentle- 
III Letter, p. 117. © Ibid, 
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men applies himſelf to the Curate, to be married 
by him to ſome rich Heireſs of his Pariſh, whoſe 
Conſent he had before gaihed, but at the ſame time, 
it was notorious that there lay a juſt and lawfel Im- 
iment, by reaſon of Pre- contract, Affinity, or 
lood, or ſome other Cauſe, to their marrying to- 
gether. Will you preſume to fay, the Curate, ne- 
vertheleſs, muſt marry him, becauſe otherwiſe he 
will loſe a great Fortune; and if the Gentleman, 
through ſuch Refuſal, does loſe her, will he have 
an Action againſt the Miniſter, and will the Law 
„give him Damages, according to the Loſs which 
e he can make appear he has ſuſtained by that Re- 
6“ fuſal*?”” The Caſes are alike; and Damages 
ought not to lye, nor, by Law, I apprehend, will, 
in one Caſe, more than in the other. But I argue 
yet farther. | 3 

To ſave the Gentleman his Poſt, he muſt, I con- 
ceive, not only receive the Sacrament, within a li- 
mited Time, but muſt have a Certificate of his ha- 
ving done ſo, ſign'd (if I miſtake not) by one of 
the Church-wardens, and two others then preſent, 
beſides the Miniſter of the Pariſh. Suppoſe now, 
the Church-warden never receives it himſelf, or ſhall. 
not think proper, at that Time, for ſome Reaſons 
beſt known to himſelf, to receive it, or ſhall refuſe to 
be preſent when the Gentleman receives, and there- 
fore cannot ſign the Certificate: And ſuppoſe, too, 
all who communicate, or are preſent, are as per- 
verſe as he, and will not be prevailed upon to do it: 
Does there, in this Caſe, lye an Action againſt them 
all? And are they all liable to be condemned in Da- 
mages more, perhaps, than they are worth ? You 
may as well preſume the Law will give Damages 
againſt Them, as againſt the Prieſt. Nay, rather z 
þecaule their Refuſal ro ſign his Certificate mult; 
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proceed from IIl-will, or a perverſe Obſtinacy, 
whereas the Prieſt is directed to refuſe him the Sa+ 
crament, both by Law and Conſcience. . | 
Four Endeavours to deſtroy the Parallel I had 
drawn between the Oath of Abjuration and the Teſt, 
and to ſhew, that the manifold Perjuries and Pro- 
ſtitutions of Conſcience, which needy Men are tempt - 
ed to by the former, is no good Reaſon for the ab- 
oliſhing of it, as the Proſtitution of a ſacred Ordi- 
nance is for the aboliſnhing of the latter, are all vain 


and fruitleſs. That (you ſay) is a Security to the 


Government i.“ And ibis (I fay) is a Secufity 
to the Church, which, with your good Leave, ought 
to be ſecured, as well as the other. The former 
you alledge) is a Security evidently founded in 
« the Reaſon of Things; the latter (I reply) is as 
evidently founded in, and made neceſſary by, the 
preſent State of Things. You farther alledge, That 
* an Oath is the Will and Inſtitution of God for 
the Purpoſes of Civil Government.” How 

perly you call it an Inſtitution, I ſhall not ſtay to 
enquire. But the moſt you can make of it is, that 
tis an Inſtitution of fmple Permiſſion, not of Obli- 
gation, which Governments are at Liberty to uſe, 
or to diſuſe, and to lay aſide, in any particular Caſe, ' 
where there is Reaſon for it. And there might be, 
perhaps, good Reaſon for the Legiſlature to lay this 
alide, if they were to extend their Thoughts no far- 
ther than to the Conſideration of the Conſciences of 
thoſe who are to take it, The Jacobites, you know, 
in thoſe Days when Diſaffection to the Government 
ran high, inveigh'd as bitterly againſt that Oath, 


upon account of the Ravages it made in the Conſci- 


ences of Men, and talk'd as loudly of God's Diſ- 

pleaſure againſt the Land, and of its mourning be- 

cauſe of ſtyearing, as you can do againſt the Teſt, 
p- 16. 

| upon 
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upon account of the Proſtitution of God's Ordi- 
nance, which it occaſions. And I doubt not but 
you would have been as loud as they in your Inve- 
Eives againſt it, if the aboliſhing of it would have 
ted the particular Intereſts, and forwarded” 
the Views of Diſſenters, as much as you e the 
aboliſhing of the Teſt to do. 

Now for the Incapacity to ſerve your Country, 
which it lays you under, the diſgraceful 7 oke, the 
Brand of Odium it puts = you, as Perſons un- 

worthy and incapable of Trufts and Offices? To be 
put Fouls — a 2 of ſerving one's Country, eſ- 
pecially at a Time of great Diſorder and Diſtreſs, is, 
no doubt of it, a Mafortune to any Man, who feels 
in himſelf the proper Talents, and, at the fame 
Time, a ſtrong Inclination and full Purpoſe to give 
it the Aſſiſtance it ſtands in need of. But I pre- 
ſame to think an Opportunity to ſerve it bis way 
is not the ching wanted. The thing you want is, 
being admitted, without Condition or Qualification, 
to all the Offices and Employments of your Coun- 
try, that you may reap the Honours, the Salaries; 
and Profits of them. To be kept out of Theſe, you 
may call a M:rsfortune if you pleaſe 3 but why you 
ſhould call it a figmatizing of you, I am quite to 
ſeek. It is indeed à Brand of Diſgrace to be diſa- 
bled from ſerving any Office in your Country, by 
way of Penalty for ſome former notorious Crimes 
and Miſbehaviours towards it. But this, I ſuppoſe 
you will ſcarcely allow is your Caſe. For how i 
ſoever you have formerly behaved towards the Ec. 
cleſiaſtical, and even the Civil Conſtitution, that, 
you know, has been long forgotten, and you muſt 
needs be ſatisfied that your preſent Incapacity is, in 
no degree, owing to it, but had been certainly, long 
ago, taken off, had * given the Government any 


* p. 18. 
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good reaſon to believe it had nothing now to fear 
from you. You are ſo unfortunate as to diſſent. 
from the national Eſtabliſhment. You have free 
Liberty to do it. But as it is natural for all Men 
who think the Eſtabliſhed Religion ſo extremely 
faulty as you do ours, to endeavour its Subverſion. - 
(or its Reformation, as they, doubtleſs, will call it) 
when Opportunity invites, and Power gives them 
the Preſumption to make the Attempt, ſo it cer- 
tainly became the Wiſdom of the Legiſlature, by 
keeping Power out of your Hands, to diſcourage all. 
ſuch Attempts, or to render them ineffectual and 
fruitleſs. And what mighty Diſgrace can this be 
to you, unleſs you think it a Diſgrace to be ſuſ- 
ed of any Deſire to reform the Church? What 
iſgrace to be only reſtrained from doing That, 
which, perhaps, all who have a Zeal for Religion 
incline to do, and we ourſelves, tis likely, ſhould 
be trying to do, were we in your Place, and you 
in ours, If your Diſability to have and enjoy Em- 
ployments is grounded only upon. this, that your 
religious Principles come not up to thoſe of the na- 
tional Religion, it is no more a Diſgrace (and I will 
ſay, too, no more an Injury) than it is a Diſgrace 
(or Injury) to any one to be rejected from bearing 
Arms in his Majeſty's Service, becauſe his Stature 
is too low, and cames not up to the approved 
Standard. h 
For our Parts, we eſteem not your Incapacity to 
hold Places (even tho” it were abſolute, as it is not) 
a ſtigmatixing of you; nor does the Government 
mean by it any ſuch thing. It only conſiders it as 
a neceſſary Proviſion for the public Security. Nei- 
ther do you, in your Hearts, I am pretty confident, 
conſider it in any other Light. No, you do not; 
and that Diſgrace which you ſo grievouſly come 
Plain you ſtand branded with before the World, mult 
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be ſomething elſe. I think, Sir, I ſee what it is. 
*Tis not your Diſability to hold Places, but your 
being obliged to hold them upon the Terms you do, 
namely, ing to our Altars, and complying 
with lach Modes of Worſhip as your Hearts riſe 
againſt, and you ſometimes do as good as tell us, 
you eſteem next to abſolutely ſinful, and but barelỹx 
not ſo h. This is your Diſturbance, and I wonder 
not at it. For it lies upon you as a dead Weight, 
ſinks your Credit, and may be juſtly eſteemed one 
principal Cauſe of the Decay of the Diſſenting In- 
tereſt in the Nation. 202% 
Nothing now remains upon this Head which 
any one can think deſerves the leaſt Conſideration. » 
So, we come to your third Section. This Section, 
at leaſt the Remark in the Beginning of it, has 
ſome little Connection with the foregoing. I was 
arguing, that to exclude you from Places of Power 
and Influence was juſt and neceſſary, becauſe of 
your being not well affected to the Church of Eng- 
land, one half Part (as I happened to call it ) of 
the Conſtitution. This you except to, and will 
not allow the Church to be a half Part, nor indeed 
any eſſential Part at all of our Conſtitution. Our 
Conſtitution, you pretend, is a civil Syſtem entirely, 
and throughout; and the Church is but a Branch 
« or Limb of it. Juſt ſuch a one as the Trea- 
„ ſury, the Army, or the Courts of Weſftminſter- 
«© Hall*,” And when we hear, as I intimated to 
you we ſometimes do, even from the Throne, and 
both Houſes of Parliament, of our Conſtitution in 
Church and State, which one would have thought 
ſhould have put you to Silence, you very decently 
give us to underſtand, it is only Sound, in plain 
Enugliſb, nothing but Noiſe and Nonſenſe, So, fol: 
> See Diſſenters Apol. p. 23. [I Lett. p. 11. 
hay TIF P. 3 : | Mr. VII Def p-. 10. 
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our Kings and Parliaments, it ſeems, talk mighty 
wiſely to one another! When a King, from the 
Throne, gives his Subjects folemn Aſſurances, that 
he will preſerve the Confi:itution in Church and State, 
he talks as idly, as if he were to aſſure them he 
would preferve the Conſtitution in the Treaſury 
and State, in the King's Bench, or the Exchequer 
and the State. What Pity it is ſomebody does not 
direct our Kings and Parliaments to the Diſſenting 
Gentleman, to be inſtructed by him in the Nature 
of our Conſtitution, and learn to ſpeak with more 
Accuracy and Pro my concerning it! 

Agreeably to this whimſical Notion of the Ec- 
n Conſtitution, you go on. Should the 
iſlature think proper to new-form (for in- 

* ſtance) the Method of diſpenfing Juſtice in any 
% of our Law Courts, by which a Saving would 
« ariſe of vaſt Snms to the Public, and Juſtice be 
<« diſpenſed in a more rational and eaſy Way, and 
* ſome zealous Gentlemen ſhould ſtand forth, and 
c infift that theſe Courts were an eſſential, 
and à balf Part of the Conſtitution, and that 
« therefore whoever moved for, or ſo much as wiſhed 
«© an Alteration in either of them could not be ſafely 
«© truſted with any Share of the public Power, and 
„ was in Truth an Enemy to the State, would not 
you ſmile (fay you to me) to hear him inſiſting up- 
<« on this?“ *Tis very likely I might. And then you 
fancy © they muſt alike ſmile to hear me thus rea- 
* ſoning, as to the Church.” But I fancy not; 
and that thoſe learned Gentlemen know better. 
They know, that annibilating the Church, and ma- 
king it entirely vaniſh from the Land, and applying 
its Revenues to the Payment of the publick Debts®, 
and regulating the Proceedings of one of our Law 
Courts, to ſave the Public ſome Sums of Money, 

. * Gent. II Let. p. 38. 
ö ol 
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are Things nothing like, - But was it 
as much the Principle and Inclination of Diffenters 


to annihilate the Office of the Lord High Chan- 
cellor, and of the twelve Judges, to ſhut up all the 
Courts of Veſtminſter- Hall, and to put the 
whole Profeſſion of the Law; and that, to ſave 
Charges, or for the more eaſy diſpenſing of Juſtice, 
all Cauſes, Civil and Criminal, ſhould be hence- 
forward finally determined by the worſhipful Juſtices 
of the Peace in the Diviſions where they reſpectively 
ariſe, (which would be, indeed, a Change ſomewhat 
analogous to the pulling down of the — and 
ſetting up of Preſbytery or Ind cy in its 
Place) if you, and your ir rechen (Fay were con- 
tinually, in all your Writings and Converſati 
contending for 755, as what ought to be, the 
learned Gentlemen of the Robe, I believe, would 
look upon you as dangerous Men, and not fit to be 
truſted with any Share of Power in the Conſtitu- 
a 

| Db fer u be 1s what i is our Conſtitution in 
Church and State, according to your Account of 
it. By our Conſtitution (you fay) the King and 
“Queen, as ſupreme Head of the Church, is the 
Fountain of all Power and Juriſdiction therein“ 
The Title, Head of the Cburcbh, was renounced 
by Queen Elizabeth, and never afterwards aſſumed 
by any of our Princes. But renounced, or not re- 
nounced, makes no Difference, I ſee, with you, 
And as to his being, ſupreme Governour of the 
Church, and the Fountain of all Power and Juriſ- 
diction therein, we eſteem it no Diſhonour to the 
Church to admit him to be ſo, meaning it, how- 
ever, of the external and coactive Juriſdiction which 
is practiſed by Proceſs Eccleſiaſtical in the out ward 
Courts, or a Power and Ability not only to declare 


e II Zet. p. 22. * 
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what is right and lawful, but alſo to procure and 
enforce the Execution of it. This alone, if we 
will ſpeak properly, is Juriſdiction, and what the 
Crown is admitted to be the Fountain and Source 
of. For as to that inward Juriſdiction (if indeed 
one may call it ſo) which proceeds only by Spiri- 
tual Cenſure, and is exerciſed in the Court of Con- 
ſcience, neither do our Princes ſo much as pretend 
it is derived from Them, nor have our Clergy ſub- 
mitted, or will ever ſubmit to recognize it to be 
in them, if they ſhould, at any Time, pretend 
tO it. | 8 

Hy our Conſtitution, too, the Prince is au- 
< thoriſed to inſtruct, over- rule, and controul all 
de the Archbiſhops, Biſhops, and Prieſts of this 
*« Kingdom, in all their moſt Spiritual and Eccle- 
« fiaſtical Concerns. And is it not fit he ſhould ? 
That he ſhould be Supreme in his Dominions, and 
every Soul, in every Cauſe and Matter, whether 
Spiritual or Temporal, ſubject to him? That the 
Powers of preaching, ordaining, adminiſtring the 
Sacraments, excommunicating, and abſolving are 
purely Spiritual, and, as to the Subſtance of them, 
derived immediately from God, we hold, and con- 
tend for, as earneſtly as you. But we think, ne- 
vertheleſs, that the actual Exerciſe of thoſe Powers 
may be limited, or otherwiſe regulated, by the 
Regal Authority, or by the Laws of the Land, as 
the Good either of Church or State ſhall require. So 
that, if (for Example) any Biſhop ſhall be found 
putting the loweſt and moſt literate of the People 
into the Prieſts Office, and filling the Church with 
Paſtors who are ſcandalous, or unprofitable to it, 
or if he ſhould affect to fill it with Traytors, or 
Rebels, whereby the State might be endangered ; 
in either of theſe Caſes, can it be thought ſtrange 


the Prince ſhould be authoriſed to call him to 


ſome 
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Fome Account, to imftru?, over-rule, and controut 
him in ſuch an unwarrantable and dangerous Exer- 
_ iſe of his Power ? “ J Conſtitution by which a 
Lady, when ſuch fills the Throne, is empowered 
c to compoſe public Prayers for the Church.” Which 
yet none of our Princes, Ladies, or others, have 
ever preſumed to do, and you, I doubt, would ne- 
ver be able to find a ſufficient Warrant for their 
ſo doing, if they were minded to do it. 

— ** And to flop all Preaching iberein. For 
which Aſſertion I deſire you to produce your War- 
rant: For tho* it may be, on ſome Occaſions, in 
the juſt Power of the Prince to refuſe ſome the Li- 
berty to exerciſe their Office, while others are per- 
mitted to do it, yet to lay whole Kingdoms under 
an Interdi&, unleſs it were, perchance, for a ſhort 
Seaſon, and under ſome preſſing and very peculiar 
Exigence of the public Affairs, is neither the Prac- 
tice, nor Right, of our own, or other Reformed 
Princes. | "2 

— * To fill vacant Biſhopricks with what Per- 
* ſons ſhe pleaſes, or not to fill them at all. Here, 
T hope you mean fairly, and would have us by what 
Perſons fhe pleaſes, underſtand, not Tinkers and 
Coblers, but only ſuch Perſons as ſhe, in her Royal 
| Wiſdom, ſhall beſt approve of, being canonically 
qualified, and ſufficient for the Office of a Biſhop. 
And if this be your Meaning, what you fay is 
very true, (tho* frivolous to be ſaid) and the only 
true Account you have hitherto given of our Con- 
ſtitution. But ſurely it was very preſuming in you 
to ſay—She has a Power not to fill them at all, it 
by Power you mean a Right by the Conſtitution, 
and by not filling them at all, the keeping them al! 
vacant, as long as ſhe pleaſes, or till the whole 
Order of Biſhops is extinguiſhed. Where find 
you this to be our Conſtitution ? *Tis nothing like 
Ye it 3 
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it; and whenever a Prince ſhall be found acting 
in this Manner, he invades the Conſtitution; he 


zs become a Perſecutor of the Church, which muſt 
therefore provide for its own Safety, by maintain- 


ing the Succeſſion of its Biſhops, in the beſt Man- 
ner it can. 

— * To direft all Ecclęſiaſticks what they Hall, 
« or ſball nat preach.” Here alſo I would ſuppoſe 
ou mean no more, becauſe you can mean no more 
conſiſtently with Truth, than that the Regal Au- 
thority, on certain Occaſions, may injoin the Bi- 
ſhops and Prieſts of our Church to preach and in- 


culcate upon the People, with more than ordinary 


Earneſtneſs, ſome particular Points of plain Duty, 
for Inſtance, Loyalty and Subjection to Govern- 
ment, or Peace and Quietneſs among themſelves; 
or, on other Occaſions, may injoin them not to 
meddle in their Pulpits with certain Points of Do- 
ctrine, which it may not be ſafe or convenient the 


Minds of the People ſhould be diſquieted about. 


The Regal Supremacy undoubtedly extends thus 
far. And I am of Opinion, that as great a Re- 
flection as you would ſeem to think it upon the 
Church, the Diſſenting Miniſters themſelves would 
readily recognize and chearfully ſubmit to ſuch an 
Exertion of it, over their own Churches. About 
ſixty Years ago, the Antinomian Controverſy was 
hotly agitated in your Pulpits, as the Diſpute about 
the Trinity has ſince been. And if a Royal In- 


junction had, at thoſe Times, come forth, requir- 


ing your Miniſters to keep Silence upon thoſe Sub- 
jects, and no longer, in their Preachings, diſturb 
the Heads of the People with them, would they 
not, do. you think, have ſubmitted ? Or, if, at 
the Time of the late Rebellion, his Majeſty had 
been pleaſed to injoin them to be inſtant in preach- 
ing againſt Popery, or to preſs upon the Beatz Fl 

81870 dutiful 
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utifal Submiſſion to the preſent Govemment, 
would they have diſputed his Authority to ſet forth 
ſuch an Injunction, and not conſormed themſelves 
to it? Now, this is all that you can fairly and truly 
mean by a Lady's directing all Eccle/iaſticks what they . 
Hall, or ſhall not preach. And let but thoſe. looſe 
and invidious Expreſſions which you have been 
pleaſed to cloath this Branch of the Supremacy 
with, be removed, and let it fairly be ſhewn in 
thoſe Inſtances wherein our Kings and Queens have - 
been uſed to exert it, and every impartial Diſſenter, 
I am perſuaded, will think it a very innocent, and 
even a uſeful and ſalutary Thing. | 

But. by Virtue of ber Supremacy (for it is, if 
ſeems, a Lady who is, all chis while, ſuppoſed to 
wear it, that the Thing may appear the more -ri- 
diculous) She is to be, even in the abſtruſeſt 
« and moſt metaphyſical Points, the final Judge 
« of Hereſy ; and her Judgment muſt ſtand, as to 
«© what ſhall, or ſhall not be deemed Hereſy, in 
& this Church.” But here you are certainly miſ- 
taken. For ſhe is not veſted by our Conſtitution 
with any Power to judge (finally or otherwiſe) 
what is Hereſy, but only (which is a different 
Thing) what ſhall be deemed ſuch; that is, what 
Errors ſhall be treated as Hereſy, and have the Pu- 
niſhment, which the Law inflicts upon Hereſy, 
inflicted on them. And thus indeed by the 26 Hen. 
VIII. ſhe is authoriſed and impower'd to repreſs, 
redreſs, reform, order, correct, reſtrain, and amend 
all Errors and Hereſies, as well as other Abuſes, 
Offences, Contempts, and Enormities whatſoever. 
But to judge of, i. e. to define Hereſy, or to declare 
what Opinions are ſuch in their own Natures, whe- 
ther in abſtruſe and metaphyſical, or in the plaineſt 
Points, is the proper Province of the Clergy, al- 
ſembled in their Synods and Convocations. — | 


-— 
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But we have two or three Hiſtorieal Facks, 
which being, I preſume, in your Opinion, ſome 
of the moſt extraordinary and invidious Exertions 
of the Regal Supremacy you could think of, or 


pick up, muſt not be overlooked. You tell us, 


from 


chard, ** the renowned Lady, 
« Heth, in the Fulneſs of her Eccleſiaſtical Power, 


Q. Eliza- 


<< herſelf compoſed a Prayer, for the uſe of a great 
4 Number of her Nobility and Gentry, as well as 


c her Soldiers and Sailors, 


in the Exped 


ition 


ec againſt Cadiz, directing it to be uſed daily in 


. cc every 


Ship.” The Matter of Fact, I ſu 
may be true ; but how does it appear ſhe did this 


ppoſe, 


in the Fulneſs of ber Eccleſiaſtical Power, or that 
' ſhe had any Thought of her Eccleſiaſtical Power, 


or Regal Supremacy, when ſhe went about it. 


Are you ſure, Sir, that her Supremacy 1s not, or 
that ſhe took it not to be, limited and confined 
within her Majeſty's Realms, Dominions, and Coun- 
tries, (as the Canon, and the Acts of Parliament 
always run) but to extend to all her Subjects, what 


Part of the World ſoever they 
be carried to, the Bay of Cadiz (for Example) or 
wherever elſe her Fleets ſhould be driven by Winds 


ſhould refide in, or 


-and Tempeſts? If it is thus limited and confined, 
-and ſhe took it to be fo, then your Pretence of her 


being impowered by the Conſtitution to do what 
ſhe did, on this Occaſion, is quite at an End. And 
if it is not, but does reach to all her Subjects, in 


what Place ſoever they ſhall be, it does not follow 


that ſhe meant to compoſe that Prayer, by Virtue of 
that Supremacy ; *tis very probable ſhe did not ; 


' becauſe we never find her exerting the like Power 
within her Dominions, and on any other Occaſion, 
Wie may then eſteem it an Act of Piety in her Ma- 
jeſty, but no more an Act of her Supremacy, than 


it would be of your Supremacy in Eccleſiaſtical 


Af- 


fairs, 


* ; 
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fairs, if, being Owner of a Veſſel, which you was + 
ſending to the Eaſt or Weſ Indies, you " ſhould. 
compoſe a ſhort Prayer, and order the Maſter, call- 
ing together the Ship's Crew, every a — * 
Evening, to make uſe of it. 4 
The ſame Royal Lady (continue you) by vir- - 
tue of her Proclamation only, put an entire Stop 
< to all Preaching of Miniſters, and onberu, through- 
s out the Kingdom, and the People were charged 
© to hear no other Preaching or Doctrine, but the 
<« Epiſtle and Goſpel of the Day, and the Ten Com- 
* mandments, without any Expoſition or Paraphraſe 
< thereon.“ Tou don't tell us here from hence 
you have taken this Piece of Hiſtory ; but I find in 
Heylin * and Collier ſomething like it. The Read- 
er, "pithage, will wonder who thoſe others, beſides 
Miniſters, ſhould be, who were forbid preaching... 
Why, no other than the Popiſb Clergy. ' But Why 
then could you not 2 tell us ſo? Why ſo much 
Reſerve and Diſguiſe, unleſs either becauſe you was 
loth the good Queen ſhould have the Credit of put- 
ting any Stop to the preaching of Popery, or, be- 
cauſe you was aware it might diſcover to your Read-- 
er, or at leaſt cauſe him to ſuſpect, that this Stop 
to Preaching was found, at that Juncture, a neceſſary 
piece of Policy, only a temporary Expedient, for. 
the avoiding of ſome great Miſchief, which the Cir- 
cumſtances of the Times made requiſite, not a ca- 

icious Reſolution, or a deſign'd Hindrance of the 
Goſpel, as you, perhaps, was willing he ſhould 12 
take it to be. The Caſe was this, according to che 
Hiſtorians before mentioned: Upon the Deceaſe 
of Q. Mary, and the Princeſs Eliabeth's coming to 
the Crown, the Proteſtants, preſuming beyond be 
Protection of the Conſtitution, which was then Ho- 


Hui. Y N. p. arg; * Colliers Eeel, Hiſtol it. 
b. 411. bs 5 
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the Corruptions and Superſtitions of the Church of 
Rome. On the other hand, the Popiſb Clergy, in 
their Pulpits, bitterly exclaimed againſt the Proteſt- 
ants, charging them with Schiſm, Hereſy, and Inno- 
vation in God's Worfhip. ¶ bereupen the People 
began to ruffle, as Collier expreſſes it, and grow warm 
in the Controverſy. And therefore, to keep the 
Kingdom quiet, and, perhaps alſo, to avoid making 
too plain a Diſcovery of her Inclination to the Pro- 
teſtant Religion, before it was ſeaſonable fo to do, 
ſhe ſilenced the Pulpits, and ordered that all Con- 
ttoverſies of this kind ſhould be forborn. But ſhe 
did not do this, as you ſeem to ſuppoſe, by virtue of 
any Supremacy that had been conceded to, and veſt- 

ed in her (for that had been reſign'd by Q. Mary, 
and was not yet reſtored) but by an inherent Right, 
as ſhe, doubtleſs, apprehended, in the Crown. And 
what, after all, did ſhe do? Not put an entire Stop 
to all Preaching of Miniſters, and atbers, throughout 
the Kingdom. For ſome, who. were licenſed, might, 
and did yet preach. Neither is it true that ihe Peo- 
were charged to bear no other Doctrine or Preach- 
ing (tis ſome what odd they ſhould be charged to 
hear no other, if no other was preach'd) but the. 
Epiſtle and Goſpel of the Day, and the Ten Command 
ments, without Paraphraſe or Expofition. For the 
Doctrine of the Creed, and of the Lord's Prayer, 
was alſo permitted to be held forth, to ſay nothing. 
of the Service of the Litany, which too was per- 
mitted in Engliſb to be faid to them, 
As to what you ſuggeſt here, that any future 
Queen, if ſhe thinks proper, may do the ſame;“ 
that is, put an entire Stop to all preaching, and that 
by our Conſtitution the Biſhops and Clergy are 
bound to obey; and what you alſo ſuggeſted 
above, upon occaſion of her Majeſty's compoling a 
1 ; ſhort 
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ſhort Prayer for the Uſe of her Fleet, that . if ſhe 
had pleaſed, ſhe might have compoſed Prayers 
« for the Uſe of the Archbiſhops, Biſhops, and all 
the Clergy, and injoin their ſolemn. Uſe every 
% Sunday in the Church, and that by our Conſtitu- 
« tion they could not in atiy wiſe refuſe the Uſe of 
them,“ nay, that © ſhe might aboliſh the preſent = 
« Articles, Forms, and Ceremonies of the Church, 
and ſubſtitute none at all, or quite new ones in their 
« ſtead :** they are bold and groundleſs Aſſertions. 
You ſeem to think that as all Authority, if there be 
any, in the Church, muſt be abſolute, ſo all Supre- 
macy in the Crown muſt be abſolute, and umlimit - 
ed too. And becauſe the Prince is acknowledged 
ſupreme in Eccleſiaſtical Aﬀaits, you preſently con- 
clude, he muſt have a right to act deſpotically in 
thoſe Affairs, to build, to pluck up, and deſtroy, 
and to do whatſoever pleaſerh:him.' I do indeed 
obſerve, that while you are ſpeaking of theſe Mat» 
ters, you only preſume, or humbly apprehend the 
thing is ſo, or ſo. And by flipping in thoſe modeſt 
Expreſſions, which few of your Readers will - take 
notice of, you, perhaps, fancy you are ſufficiently 
covered, let the thing turn out ever ſo much other- 
wiſe. But I am not of that opinion. Such extra- 
ordinary things ſhould never be advanced, or fo 
much as ſuggeſted, till you are ſure, and can de- 
monſtrate the Truth of them. However, I obſerve, 
ere you get to the End of the Section, theſe bumble” 
Apprehenfions of yours are grown up to an extraor- 
.dinary degree of Confidence, and you as roundly 
pronounce — this, without queſtion, is our preſent 
% Conſtitution in Church and State, —as if you was 
able to produce an Act of Parliament exprefly at- 
firming every Tittle you have faid about it. 

« By the ſame Conſtitution (you alſo tell us) K. 

« Charles I. put forth a Proclamation, commanding 
«© the Clergy not to preach, or diſpute about Armi- 
3 D 2 « nianilm.” 
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<« /nianiſm.” This Fact has eſcaped my reading. So 
as you have not thought proper to let us know 
whence you was furniſh'd with it, I muſt take your 
word for it. But ſuppoſing it true, and that all 
public canvaſſing of theſe Points was forbidden, was 
there not Reaſon for it? Might not his Majeſty 
juſtly apprehend, that if a Stop was not put, in time, 
to thoſe Diſputes, they might produce here the ſame _ 
Diſturbances they produced in the Low Countries, 
not many Years before. If the governing Powers 
ſhall ſce the Country in Danger of being embroiled 
by a too warm, and unſeaſonable preaching up of 
certain unneceſſary Points, may they not, ought they 
not, to reſtrain it? Or if a City is like to go toge- 
ther by the Ears about their Miniſters ſaying, Our 
Father, or Father our, which, I think, was the Caſe 
at Hamburgh a few Years ago, may not the Civil 
Magiſtrate juſtly and prudently command them to 
forbear the Uſe of the Lord's Prayer, for a Seaſon, 
till either the Sentiments of the People ſhall be rec- 
tify*d, or their Paſſions cool'd. It will be, I ſup- 
poſe, readily allow'd, that a ſtop may juſtly be put 
to the preaching of any Doctrine that is in itſelf ſe- 
ditious. But there is the ſame Reaſon for reſtraining 
the preaching of any other Doctrine, tho? it be not 
ſeditious in itſelf, if it be found, in fact, to produce, 
or it be plainly foreſeen, that, by reaſon of the Cir- 
cumſtances of the Times, or the Paſſions and Preju- 
dices of Men, it will produce Sedition and Tumult; 
eſpecially, if it be a Doctrine no way ſuited to the 
common Edification of Chriſtians, as being either too 
deep for their Underſtandings, or very trivial in its 
own Nature. And therefore, in my Opinion, King 
Charles, if he did, as you ſay, reprimand a learned 
Biſhop, for preſuming (contrary, ſuppoſe, to the 
Proc mation you ſpeak of) to preach upon, and 
diſcuſs, in the Pulpit, the Doctrine of Predeſtination, 
did 
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did not do much amiſs, but rather ſhew'd therein an 
ecclefiaftical Wiſdom ſuperior (as much as you jeer at 
it) to that of the Biſhop. A late foreign Divine ©, 
whoſe N I ſhould think, would weigh much 
with you, in a S h which your Friend Mr. S. 
| Chandler has lately given us in Engl ;/þ (tho', by the 
way, it had been ent for his. Cauſe to have let it 
remain where he found it, in the French Original, as 
I“, and another learned Gentleman *, have fully de- 
monſtrated) plainly thought with the King, in this 
matter, and not with the Biſhop. . Would it not 
<« be (ſays he) a very edifying thing, ſhould any one 
c examine in his Sermons, what would have become 
« of Adam, if he had continued in Innocence, and 
<< whether he would have been happy on Earth or in 
« Heaven?” And in general he ſays, concerning 
the Points in queſtion, which ſeem to be chiefly the 
Sublapſarian and Supralapſarian Opinions, that 
they are not proper for the People, and ought not 
5 to be ſpoken of to them.“ 

We have now to conſider only the Caſe of Mr. 
Whiſton, which you alledge to ſhew, hat Autho- 
<« rity our Conſtitution gives Queens to judge in the 
c moſt deep and myſterious Points of Hereſy. The 
Caſe of that Gentleman you took notice of in your 
firſt Letter, and here we have it a ſecond Time, and 
two of our own Hiſtorians, Biſhop Burnet and Mr. 
Tindal are referr'd to, as atteſting the Truth of your 
Repreſentation of it. But do they really do ſo? Are 
they as ſportive as you, in their Accounts of this 
matter? Do they talk of the comely and edifying 
„Sight to behold the #wo Houſes of Convocation 


FJ. Alphonſo Turretine, in his Speech publiſhed in Mr. 
Chandler's late Caſe of Subſcription, p. 173, 174+ | 
Letter to Mr. Ghandler, p. 68, &. Mr. Clarke, 
in his full and particular: Reply to Mrs Chandler's Caſe of 
Gene, p· 176, Ke. | 
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s waiting upon good Q. Anne, to be inſtructed by her 
« Majctty, whether that Gentleman's Books con- 

<« cerning the Trinity were to be condemned, as he- 
« retical, or not? Do they tell us of the Synod 
<« Jaying their Cenſure before the Queen, to have ber 
Judgment upon the Point? And of “ their 
« waiting upon a Woman, who could be ſuppoſed 
* to know as little of this Matter, as of the Motion 
<« of the Stars, to learn, from her Mouth, what the 


Church is to believe, and what to reject, as to this 


« oreat Myſtery of Faith?“ Thus far I have ven- 
tured to write, without having conſulted either of 
the. Hiſtorians to whom you refer us, being confi- 
dent, as every Reader, I think, who is not void of 
common Senſe, muſt be, that the Caſe cannot poſſi- 
bly be ſuch as you repreſent it, and that I ſhall have 

no occaſion to blot out one Syllable of what I have 
written. But now, Sir, I have conſulted one of 


them; the other I have not, at preſent, an Oppor- 


tunity to conſult ; but as you pur them together, as 

ty atteſting to the Truth of your Repreſentation 
of this matter, I may take it for certain, I ſuppoſe, 
that they repreſent it after the ſame manner. His 
Lordſhip, then, reports it thus. That it ſeeming 
* doubtful whether the Convocation could, in the 
« firſt_ Inſtance, proceed againſt a Man for Hereſy, 
<< and it being certain that their Proceedings, if not 
4 warranted by Law, might involve them in a Præ- 
% munire, the Upper Houle, in an Addreſs, pray d 
«* the Queen to aſt the Opinion of the Judges, and 
& ſuch others as ſhe thought fit, concerning, theſe: 


. «« Doubts, that they might know how the Law 


« ſtood in this Matter f. And, in Wilkinss Con- 
cilia, we have the Addreſs in Form, agreeing with 
this Account of the Biſhop, together with the-Opi- 
nion of the Judges, the Attorney and Solicitor Ge- 


' Biſhop Burnet in the Year Dun _ 
8 | neral, 
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neral, hien the Queen had ordered them tog. 
her, to be tranſmitted to the Upper Houfe of n- 
vocation. Will theſe Accounts now authoriſe q 
to repreſent; as you do, tbe too Houſes of Cn 
cation (both Hoſes, that the Sight, I ſuppoſe, 
might be the mote comely) as waiting upon her Ma- 
jeſty ; and that tob, to be inſtructed by be., and to 
learn her Judgment; and not That neither; hom the 
Lato ſtood in relation to their Protet dings, but 
how the Goſpel ſtood, in relation to the Opimlons of 
Mr. Nbiſton, and the Myſtery of the Triſlity? And 
do you not now perceive your Miſrepreſentarion of 
this Caſe, and that I did not talk without Book, 
when I ſpake of it, as a Hecimen of your Talent, 
which indeed is not mean, this way, tho“ being then 
upon other Points, which I had 4 nearer Concert in 
I did not think it worth while t go out of my way, . 
to ſhew, as I have now done, in what manner you _ 
did it ? MEER. 
Thus I have diſſeed the three firſt S U, bf 
this Letter, partly to comply with your earneſt arid 
repeated Solicitations, and partly to The them fer 
a Sample, from whenee a reaſonible Conjecture 
may be made of the Value of the reſt, and to let 
the World fee, I am fairly excuſable, if not ſome- 
thing mort, for taking nd Notice of it. For this 
muſt be ſaid of your Writings, that they ate All Gf 
a piece, and no part of them worſe than the other, 

J have not called theſe rs an Anſwer to you; 
yet I flatter myſelf, they would deſerve, ſo far as 
they go, to be ſo entitled, a little better than your 
Letters do to be called Anſwers to mine, and the 
Defences of them; notwithſtanding I have choſen _ 
the old-faſhioned way of examining every thing 
that has the leaſt Appearance and Face of an Ar- 
gument, rather than the Way, which you (you ſay) 
have, all along, taken to aniwer me, by remark- 
D 4 | <« ing 
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ing only upon a few of the many obwoxious Paſ- 
«- ſages (as it pleaſes you to call em) with which © 
<<. my Letters abound, that greater Liberty might be 
« et to preſent me?” with a long Detail of your 
own Arguments upon the ſeveral Points ' debated 


between us . A new and witty, way of anſwering 
Books, beyond (I muſt own) my Reach and Com- 
prehenſion ! Nor have I pick'd out here and there 

a Section, much leſs a ſingle Sentence or Expref- ' 
ſion, which I thought I could moſt plauſibly reply 
to; but have taken the Points you defired, and 


And I did fo the rather, becauſe you ſeem to think 
you are quite irrefragable upon, thoſe Heads, 
and therefore proclaim, with no ſmall Triumph, 
that you was not able, by all the Means you could 


uſe, to draw me off, from the original Subjects of 


the Controverſy, the Popular Pleas of Diſſenters, 
to debate them with you. And 1t the curſory 
Thoughts I have beſtow'd upon theſe Subjects, 
where you ſeem to imagine your great Strength 
lies, ſhall be eſteemed, by the competent Reader, 


- a ſufficient Reply to you, he will then, I hope, 


think, I may very well ſpare myſelf the Trouble, 
as I intend to do, of entering into, and examining 
the Remainder of your Letter. And ſo I take m 
Leave of you, and am, n 


| Sir, Sc. 
Ill Lett. of the Diſſent. Gent. p. 2. 
Peſtſeript. 
Adela 15 ova 
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Toſtſeript. 


AvinG incor: in the ing — Pa | 
p. 6, 10. that you ſeem to haue pick*d up not 
a few both of your Notions and Arguments, out 
of — as well as Popiſh Books, I will 
here point out ſeveral Inſtances of your Agreement 
in Sentiment and Reaſoning, and es even in Ex-- 
preſſion, with the Author of the Rights of the Chri-. 
tian Church (to name now no other) by which the 
Reader will ſee how much you have ſtudied, and 
profited by that worthy Author. I pick'd them up 
in one or two Hours, running over, with my Eye, 
the Book of Rights in a curſory Manner; but had 
taken the Trouble to read it quite over, tis like-- 
ly I ſhould have found many more. | 
1. The Author of the 'R7ghts obſerves, Pref. p- 
45. that to order Clergymen to pronounce the 
60 Judgments made by Laymen (Lay Chancellors he 
c means) is impoſing on them a Servitude, and not 
«© veſting them with Power.” In like manner, you 
(ſpeaking alſo of Lay-Chancellors) ſay, 1s the Mini- 
+* fter, in publiſhing his Sentence, any other than bis 
„Servant, appointed by Law to put it in Execu- 
6 tion?” Let. II. p. 33. 
2. The Rights ſays, ibid. Giving Men blind- 
« ly to the Devil is an . P; ece of Com- 
© plaiſance to 4 Lay-Chancellor.” And you allo 
call an Excommunicate ane delivered into the b 
2 Hands of the Devil, bom Satan bas in his keep- 
1 Let. I. p. 26. And the next Page you 
Pk « that the Chancellors, Officials, Surrogates— 
« who adminiſter the Juriſdifion of Spiritual Courts, 
ad determine the moſt A. ſpiritual K* 
« ſuch 
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* ſuch as delivering men to the Devil, &c. fre- 
c quently are, and always may be Lay-men.” 
3. The Author of the Rights, p. 320, talks of 
our breaking off Communion with the Proteſtant 
Churches abroad, and how fatal it was to the com- 
mon Proteſtant Cf the Laudean Faction 
| them no longer for Churches of Chriſt, — 
of our Embaſſadors going no longer to Charenton— 
and of the Dutch and Walloonm Churches being pro- 
ceeded againſt by the Biſnops. Every one of theſe 
Particulars you alſo take Notice of. You alſo 
talk of the Church of Exgland being actually di- 
<« yided from a ſound Part of the Catholick 
« Church,” meaning the foreign Proteſtants. 
You too, as the other does, call it'a © fatal 
„ Schiſm,” and ſay, it was begun by Laud,” 
that Lord Scudamore, our Embaſſador in Frante, 
cc declined: going to Charenton.” — And that ** the 
cc Dutch, Walloon, and French Churches here in 
1 8 were ſuppreſſed by the Biſnops.“ ” Let. 
4 
175 Nang (ſays the Author of the Rights, 
) can be more ridicalous, than to pretend, 
e eee to turn out of a Church 
& thoſe who never were of it, or have left it.“ 
You argue in the ſame Manner. The Church 
& of England (fay you) by a very extraordinary 
« Act of Power, excommunicates ſuch as never 
ce were of its Communion, that is, it caſts ſuch 
< from who never were in it.” Let. I. p. 2 
58. The Rights inſinuates, p. 261. that the Re- 
venues of the Church ought to be employ'd to 
ſerve the Neceſſities of the State. You have ad- 
this Scheme, and have put our Governors 
in mind of * applying the immenſe Revenues” of 
6 the Church in eaſe of our meavy Taxes, _ 
« for 
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<« for 3 of the publick Debts.” Let. II. 
8. 

2 „Why may not the Popiſh Clergy conſe- 
4 crate Water, Bede, Candles, Sc. as well as 
cc Proteſtants do Timber, Stone, Lime, and o- 
ther Materials of Churches?“ ſays the Author 
1 p. 395: Lou have thought proper 

to preſerve the Timber ſtanding, as it is in the 
Rigbts, but, out of his Stone and Lime, have made 
a Wall. « The Conſecration (ſay you) of Timber, 
and the Sanctity of Walls is a « Point too ſublime 
<« for Diſſenters Underſtandings.” Let. II. p. 26. 
_ Elſewhere you fay—* As your Church now con- 
<« ſecrates: Ground, it has every whit as much 
Power to conſecrate the other Element, and to 
„make holy Water, as well as holy Earth.“ Let. 
I. p. 9. And again, —< You defy any one to 
« ſhew the Conſecration of Earth to cover the 
« Body, when dead, to be an edifying and de- 
cent Rite, but the Conſecration of Water, to 

8 it, when living, to be a ridiculous and 

iſh Foppery.” Let. III. p. 11. 

Since the conſecrating of Churches and Church- 
yards runs ſo continually in your Head, and ſo 
much diſturbs you, and you declare it a Point 0 


* Since I made the foregoing Collection of Parallels be- 
tween you and the Rights, and when theſe. Papers were 
juſt going to the Preſs, there fell accidentally into my 
Hands Mr. Ayate's Defence of the plain Truth, in anſwer 2 
to your Countryman Mr. W/:thers's Truth wry, where 
the firſt Thing I met with, was an Obſervation concern- 
ing the great Affinity between the Principles the Ag. 
ments, the Complaints, and Remarks of Mr. Withers and 
3 the Rights. They flurt (ſays he) the fame 
Obje#tions again/t the Church, tell the ſame Stories, call the 
fame Names ; and, in one word, if the one has not copied 
from the other, "tis certain that he argues and falls in with 
TICS as if he had. And then he draws out much 

| * ſublime 
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ſublime for Diſſenters Underſtandings, T'll try, if I 


cannot bring it down to them, and, at the ſame 


time, ſhew you the Difference between our 'Con- 
ſecration of Churches and Burial-places, and the 
Conſecration of holy Water amongſt the Papiſts, 
becauſe you agree with the Rights in repreſenting 


them as equally ridiculous and ſuperſtitious. - 


It happens that, in common Language, both 
are call'd Conſecrations. But there is a wide Dif- 
ference between the Notions which we and they 
have of theſe Conſecrations, and the Effects which 
we reſpectively aſcribe to em. By the Dedica- 
tion, or Conſecration of Churches and Places of 


Chriſtian Burial, we, for our Parts, mean no more 


than a bare Acceptance of ſuch Places from the 
legal Proprietors thereof, in the Name of Chriſt's 
Church, for the Performance of religious Offices, 
and the appropriating of them, or notifying, at 
leaſt, the Appropriation of them, to thoſe Uſes 
only. And this we eſteem proper to be done by 
the Solemnity of Prayers, for making Impreſſions 
of Religion upon the Hearts of the People, and 
awakening them to Seriouſneſs and Gravity in all 
the ſacred Offices which ſhall be performed there, 
from the Conſideration of their being in God's 
Houſe, and more immediate Preſence. But it is 
none of our Belief, that theſe Rites and Solemni- 
ties have any Efficiency at all upon ſuch Edifices, 
or Places, or that they communicate to them, or 
any Portions. of them, the leaſt Virtue, . natural 


ſuch a Parallel as I have done here, between the Sentiments 


and Reaſonings of thoſe two Writers upon the Head of 

Eccleſiaſtical Authority, Church-Communion *, Sc. I am 

forry to find Diſſenting Miniſters and Gentlemen dealing 

ſo much in Books of this Sort. So long as this is the Caſe, 

what Hope of a Comprehenſion ! Or indeed, who would 

with for it! 5 
3 Pref. p. 3, SSW. 
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or ſpiritual, as plainly appears from thoſe Forms 
which have been uſed by Biſhop Andrews, and 
others, in their Conſecration. What think you 
now ? Is there, in all this, any thing ridiculous 
or ſuperſtitious ? But in the Church of Rome, the 
e eee. of Churches is believed to give them, 

at leaſt, one Virtue, that of keeping off, or driving 
away of evil Spirits. Bellarmine tells you ſo, and 
relates from St. Gregory, that, upon the Conſecra- 
tion of a certain Church, which had been before 
poſſeſſed by the Arians, a great Noiſe was heard 
in it, and the Devil was ſeen, in the Shape of a 
Sow, going out from it *® And as to the Conſe- 
cration- of holy Water, Candles, Beads, and ſuch 
like Trumpery, that is ſuppoſed to impart to em 
divers Virtues and Powers, both of the natural and 
> ſpiritual kind, as may be ſeen in the Forms of 
d | | 
that Church for the Conſecration of ſuch Things. 
Holy Water they hold good for curing Diſeaſes, 
and driving away Devils, as was ſaid before con- 
cerning their conſecrated Churches. And the Car- 
dinal before named pretends to give us divers In- 
ſtances where it has wrought theſe Effects. Nay, 
he aſſures us, it will procure the Pardon of venial 
Sins, and quotes Acquinas, Gratian, and Dominicus 
a Soto, to that Purpoſe ©. If you did not know. 
theſe common Things, you are ſomewhat excuſa- 
ble: Only in that Cafe, you ſhould not have taken 
upon 209 to pronounce ſo derifively about them. 
But if you did know them — what ſhall we ſay _ 
but that *tis a Pity we have not ſome one, inſtead 
of Licenſers of the Preſs, appointed, to take the 
Affidavits of all Authors, before they publiſh, that 
they do, in their Conſciences, believe all they 
have written to be true, and exactly as they re- 


preſent it! - Lb 55 
b 3 8 2 8 2 - 
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